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The present application is rejected for the reason described in the Notice of Grounds for Rejection dated 
October 2 1,2003. 

Note that although the contents of the Appeal and the Procedural Amendment were investigated, we could 
not find any basis sufficient to overturn the reason for rejection. 



The applicant claims in the Appeal that, 'The invention of the claims in the present application has a 
construction "which has a buffer means which buffers a plurality of instructions before decoding them". 
On the other hand, although it is described in Reference 2 (JP S64-36336A) for example that "In a 
processor which has a plurality of execution units and which can execute instructions out of order, an 
instruction buffer is installed", because Citation 2 targets large-scale general-use computers and does not 
target integrated microprocessors such as the invention of the claims of the present application, it cannot 
be a antecedent technology which suggests the invention in the present application. Because the 
construction of the invention of the claims in the present application is not disclosed in Citation I or 3, 
either, it cannot be said that the invention of the claims in the present application could be easily 
anticipated from Citations 1-3.' 

However, because the invention described in Citation 2 (JP S64-036336A) targets " a processor " as 
described in line 1 of the lower-right column on page 3 - line 7 of the same column , it would be easy for 
one skilled in the art to apply the technical concept of, 'In a processor which has a plurality of execution 
units and can execute instructions out of order, an instruction buffer is installed' to an integrated 
microprocessor. 

Therefore, it is recognized that the invention of the claims in the present application could be easily 
invented based on the inventions described in Citations I, 2, and 3. (As for Citations 1-3, also see the 
points raised in the Notice of Reason for Rejection dated October 21, 2003.) 

Therefore, the applicant's argument cannot be adopted. 



This is hereby certified as an exact copy of the content recorded in the file.Kenji Kurita, Economy and 
Industry Officer. Date of Certification: January 23, 2004 
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